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Applicant has provided no arguments as to the patentability of the amended claims. The 
examiner notes that the amendments to the claims appear to merely be a description of the 
structure of the device, however, as the instant claims are method claims, the recitation of 
structure which does not manipulatively affect the method cannot form the basis for patentability 
("To be entitled to weight. . .structural limitations must affect the method in a manipulative sense, 
and not amount to the mere claiming of use of a particular structure", Ex Parte Pfeiffer, 782 O.G. 
639, 1962 CD 408). It is further noted that the recitation regarding reflection and concentration 
lacks antecedent basis in the specification as originally filed. 

The amendment filed February 7, 2005 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment shall 
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material wljich is not 
supported by the original disclosure is as follows: "to permit reflection and concentration of the 
sound waves by the inside of the distal wall". 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1, 5, 7, 15, 17, and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
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relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. The originally filed disclosure is silent on "to permit reflection and 
concentration of the sound waves by the inside of the distal wall". 

Claims 1, 5, 7, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sinofsky in combination with Rosen et al, Deak and the admitted prior art of employing a filter 
for reducing exposure to undesirable wavelengths. Sinofsky teaches a light applicator with an 
internally inserted treatment light source and a method such as claimed except for the use of 
sonoluminescent light. Rosen et al teach the desirability of employing electrical conductors in 
the place of optical fibers. Deak teaches a laser wherein the output light is generated by 
sonoluminescence. It would have been obvious to the artisan of ordinary skill to employ the 
laser of Deak in the method of Sinofsky, since Sinofsky teaches a variety of laser configurations, 
and since the laser of Deak only requires a few parts and no optical fibers, since only electrical 
energy need be transmitted through the catheter, which increases energy transmission and does 
not require matching transmission wavelengths, as taught by Rosen et al, or alternatively to 
employ the method of Sinofsky in the method of Deak, since this provides a medical application, 
and in either case it would have been obvious to the artisan of ordinary skill to employ a focusing 
lens having a flat surface adjacent the wave matching layer and a concave surface adjacent the 
acoustic conductive medium, as this is just a matter of choice, since the configuration of Deak is 
equivalent to that claimed, as they both provide a focused beam, thus this particular 
configuration is not critical and provides no unexpected result; to employ a filter, since this is a 
notorious device for reducing exposure to undesirable wavelengths, official notice of which has 
already been taken; and further to employ a wall with a substantially constant diameter and a 
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concavely curved distal end, since this is not critical; is well within the skill of one having 
ordinary skill in the art; provides no unexpected result; and is equivalent to the tapered interior 
structure to concentrate the acoustic energy densitry, thus producing a device such as claimed. 

Claims 17 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sinofsky in combination with Rosen et al, Deak and the admitted prior art of employing a filter 
for reducing exposure to undesirable wavelengths, as applied to claims 1, 5, 7, and 15 above, and 
further in view of Putterman et al. Putterman et al teach that the generation of x-rays occurs 
during sonoluminescence and the use of lead zirconium titanate as a transducer material suitable 
for producing sonoluminescence. It would have been obvious to the artisan of ordinary skill to 
employ the transducers of Putterman et al, since these are capable of producing 
sonoluminescence and Deak teaches no particular transducer material, and because the use of 
lead zirconium titanate is not critical and produces no unexpected result, thus producing a device 
such as claimed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to david shay whose telephone number is (571) 272-4773. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday through Friday from 6:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Marmor, II, can be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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